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, announced I understood it). And it is no more contradictory
that%% thinking thing should exist without a body than a man
stilled in architecture should exist without there being masons or
hodmen.

5. Likewise when my Critic says that it is not sufficient that
a substance be a thinking one, for it to have a higher position than
matter, and be wholly spiritual, such as alone he wishes to call
mind, but that in addition it requires by a reflex act to think it
thinks or have a consciousness of its own thought, his delusion is
as great as that of the Workman when he says that one who is
skilled in architecture ought to consider by a reflex act that he
possesses that skill before he can be an architect. For although
no one as a matter of fact is an architect who has not often reflected
or at least been able to reflect that he possesses the skill required
in building, yet manifestly he does not require to make that
reflection in order to become an architect. Nor is there any more
need for that consideration or reflection in order that thinking
substance be placed above matter. For the first thought, whatever
it be, by which we become aware of anything does not differ more
from the second by which we become aware that we have become
aware of that, than this second differs from the third by which we
become aware that we have become aware that we have become
aware. Again if it be allowed that the first function belongs to
a corporeal thing, there is not the least reason why the second
should not be so attributed also. Wherefore we must note that our
Critic commits a much more dangerous error here than the work-
man. For he removes the true and highly intelligible differentia
between corporeal and incorporeal things, viz. that the former think
but the latter do not, and substitutes in its place another which
can in no wise be thought essential, viz. that the former reflect that
they think, while the latter do not. Thus he does all that he can
towards preventing a true understanding of the distinction between
the human mind and the body.

6. He is less to be excused in favouring the cause of the
brutes and wishing to ascribe thought to them not less than to
men, than the Workman in attempting to arrogate to himself and
his like a skill in architecture no less than that possessed by the
Architect.

Finally it is in everything sufficiently apparent that both have
been alike in thinking not of objections that had any truth or veri-
similitude, but merely of such as might be trumped up for the